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Following publication of this article [1], the authors

report the following Corrections to the main text:

i) The authors were made aware, that in the cohort of
Kukkonen et al. [2, 3] the surgical group was labelled
as conservative, and the conservative group as surgi-
cal. In view of this error, the authors corrected the
database and performed the statistical analysis again
(revised Table 3). The results were modified accord-
ingly (revised Fig. 2, revised Fig. 3).

ii) The authors found that the main conclusion is
unchanged, namely that there is no significant differ-
ence in terms of Constant and Murley score (CMS)
between surgical and conservative treatment in
patients with rotator cuff tears at two-year follow-up.

ili) Results showed statistically significant differences
between the CMS measured at one year of follow-
up, a secondary outcome, in favour of surgical rotator
cuff repair compared with patients treated conserva-
tively (P=0.003).

The original article [1] has been updated.

The original article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1186/5s12891-
020-03872-4.
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Table 3 Constant and Murley Score (mean = SD) at baseline, 12 and 24 months of follow-up

Constant and Murley score at 1-year follow-up (range 0 to 100)

Authors Moosmayer 2010, [4] Kukkonen 2014, [3] Lambers Heerspink 2015, [5]
Surgical group Conservative group Surgical group Conservative group Surgical group Conservative group
(n=51) (n=51) (n=55) (n=55) (n=20) (n=25)
Baseline 353+132 3844142 5814132 571+16.7 5564184 56.9+15.0
12months 77.7+134 703£19,1 7794121 741+£142 819+ 156 737+£184
Constant and Murley score at 2-year follow-up (range 0 to 100)
Authors Moosmayer 2014, [6] Kukkonen 2015, [2] -
Surgical group Conservative group Surgical group Conservative group
(n=51) (n=51) (n=54) (n=55)
24 months 7931136 77.7+149 806+ 154 7624155
Surgical Group Conservative Group Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD _ Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Kukkonen et al. 2014 779 121 55 741 14.2 55 54.4% 3.80[-1.13,8.73]
Moosmayer et al. 2010 777 134 51 70.3 191 51 32.2% 7.40[1.00, 13.80]
Lambers Heerspink et al. 2015 819 156 20 73.7 184 25 13.4% 8.20[-1.74, 18.14]
Total (95% Cl) 126 131 100.0% 5.55[1.91,9.19] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 1.08, df = 2 (P = 0.58); I? = 0% I t t t i
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.99 (P = 0.003) -100 -50 0 50 100
Fig. 2 Forest plot: Constant and Murley score at 12 months of follow-up
Surgical Group Conservative Group Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD  Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Moosmayer et al. 2014 79.3 136 51 77.7 14.9 51 52.3% 1.60[-3.94, 7.14]
Kukkonen et al. 2015 80.6 154 54 76.2 1565 55 47.7% 4.40[-1.40, 10.20]
Total (95% ClI) 105 106 100.0% 2.93[-1.07, 6.94]
ity: Chi® = =1(P=049); =09 t t f t i
?eterfogenenyl‘I 021 (;4_71<i1‘4 ;(_PO 105.49), 12=0% 100 20 0 50 100
est for overall effect: Z = 1.44 (P = 0.15) Surgical Group Conservative Group
Fig. 3 Forest plot: Constant and Murley score at 24 months of follow-up

Author details
'Department of Orthopaedics and Trauma Surgery, Campus Bio-Medico
University of Rome, Via Alvaro del Portillo, 200, 00128 Rome, Trigoria, Italy.

2Unit of Measurements and Biomedical Instrumentation, Campus Bio-Medico

University of Rome, Via Alvaro del Portillo, 200, 00128 Rome, Trigoria, Italy.

Published online: 02 September 2021

References

Kukkonen J, Joukainen A, Lehtinen J, Mattila KT, Tuominen EK, Kauko T,
Adrimaa V. Treatment of non-traumatic rotator cuff tears: A randomised
controlled trial with one-year clinical results. Bone Joint J. 2014;96-B(1):75-81.
Moosmayer S, Lund G, Seljom U, Svege |, Hennig T, Tariq R, Smith HJ.
Comparison between surgery and physiotherapy in the treatment of
small and medium-sized tears of the rotator cuff: A randomised con-
trolled study of 103 patients with one-year follow-up. J Bone Joint Surg
Brit. 2010;92(1):83-91.

Lambers Heerspink FO, van Raay JJ, Koorevaar RC, van Eerden PJ, Wester-
beek RE, van 't Riet E, van den Akker-Scheek |, Diercks RL. Comparing surgi-
cal repair with conservative treatment for degenerative rotator cuff tears: a
randomized controlled trial. J Shoulder Elbow Surg. 2015,24(8):1274-81.
Moosmayer S, Lund G, Seljom US, Haldorsen B, Svege IC, Hennig T, Pripp
AH, Smith HJ. Tendon repair compared with physiotherapy in the treat-
ment of rotator cuff tears: a randomized controlled study in 103 cases

1. Longo UG, Risi Ambrogioni L, Candela V, Berton A, Carnevale A, Schena

E, Denaro V. Conservative versus surgical management for patients with
rotator cuff tears: a systematic review and META-analysis. BMC Musculo-
skelet Disord. 2021;22(1):50.

Kukkonen J, Joukainen A, Lehtinen J, Mattila KT, Tuominen EK, Kauko T,
Adrimaa V. Treatment of nontraumatic rotator cuff tears: a randomized
controlled trial with two years of clinical and imaging follow-up. J Bone
Joint Surg Am. 2015;97(21):1729-37.

with a five-year follow-up. J Bone Joint Surg Am. 2014;96(18):1504-14.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.



	Correction to: Conservative versus surgical management for patients with rotator cuff tears: a systematic review and META-analysis
	References


